
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Appl ica t ion  No. 13502, of 1 6 t h  S t r e e t  Assoc i a t e s ,  pursuant  t o  
Paragraph 8207.11 of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions ,  f o r  a  va r i ance  
from t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  a g a i n s t  a l lowing an a d d i t i o n  t o  an e x i s t i n g  
SP o f f i c e  bu i ld ing  when such a d d i t i o n  i n  t h e  aggrega te  w i l l  
exceed t h e  h e i g h t ,  f l o o r  a r e a  r a t i o  and c o u r t  l i m i t a t i o n s  of 
t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t ,  (Sub-sect ion 4307.5) a t  t h e  premises 1509 
16 th  S t r e e t ,  N.W., (Square 13 4 ,  Lot 98 ) .  

HEARING DATE: June 24,  1981 
DECISION DATE: J u l y  1 ,  1981 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an SP-1 D i s t r i c t  on 
the  e a s t  s i d e  of 1 6 t h  S t r e e t ,  f i f t y  f e e t  n o r t h  of P  S t r e e t ,  
known a s  1509 - 16 th  S t r e e t ,  N . W .  

2 .  The s i t e  i s  r e c t a n g u l a r  i n  shape,  f i f t y  f e e t  wide by 
100 f e e t  deep,  and c o n s i s t i n g  of 5,000 square  f e e t  of  l and  a r e a .  

3 .  The s i t e  i s  developed w i t h  a  seven s t o r y  wi th  basement 
b r i c k  b u i l d i n g .  There i s  a  c i r c u l a r  driveway l o c a t e d  along 
t h e  16 th  S t r e e t  f ron tage  of t h e  s i t e .  

4 .  North of t h e  s u b j e c t  p roper ty  i s  a  t e n  f o o t  wide p u b l i c  
a l l e y ,  fol lowed by a  t h r e e  s t o r y  semi-detached dwel l ing ,  a  f o u r  
s t o r y  row dwel l ing ,  and on t h e  s o u t h e a s t  corner  of 16 th  and 
Church S t r e e t s ,  a  fou r  s t o r y  b u i l d i n g  which i s  undergoing renova- 
t i o n  work f o r  f u t u r e  o f f i c e  u se .  These p r o p e r t i e s  a r e  a l l  i n  
t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  To t h e  e a s t  of t h e  s i t e  a t  t h e  r e a r ,  t h e r e  i s  
a  b lue  s tone  paved r e a r  yard  used f o r  park ing  f o r  1529 P  S t r e e t ,  
a  row dwel l ing i n  t h e  R-5-B D i s t r i c t .  Row dwel l ings  cont inue t o  
t h e  e a s t  i n  t he  R-5-B D i s t r i c t .  South of t h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  
a  t h r e e  s t o r y  semi-detached s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  Across 
P  S t r e e t  i s  t h e  Carnegie I n s t i t u t e  of Washington, a l s o  i n  t h e  SP-1 
D i s t r i c t .  West of t h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  16 th  S t r e e t ,  fol lowed by 
t h e  Foundry United Methodist  Church i n  t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  Across 
16 th  S t r e e t  t h e r e  i s  t h e  seven s t o r y  Embassy apartment house,  a  
f o u r  s t o r y  o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  which i s  under c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  and t h e  
Nat iona l  W i l d l i f e  Federa t ion  b u i l d i n g ,  a l l  i n  t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  



BZA APPLICATION NO. 13502 
PAGE 2  

5 .  The a p p l i c a n t  proposes  t o  renova te  t h e  bu i ld ing  and 
use  i t  f o r  SP type o f f i c e  u s e s .  Under t h e  p rov i s ions  of 
Paragraph 4101.73, a  use  which was i n  e x i s t e n c e  a s  of October 
5 ,  1978 may be extended t o  o t h e r  p o r t i o n s  of an e x i s t i n g  
s t r u c t u r e .  Of f i ce  use  was pe rmi t t ed  and i n  e x i s t e n c e  on t h e  
basement, f i r s t ,  second and t h i r d  f l o o r s  pursuant  t o  C e r t i f i c a t e  
of Occupancy B95144 da ted  August 4 ,  197'6. 

6 .  I n  o r d e r  t o  b r i n g  t h e  bu i ld ing  i n t o  compliance wi th  t h e  
Bui ld ing  Code, two means of e g r e s s  must be  provided f o r  v e r t i c a l  
c i r c u l a t i o n  i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g .  The e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  abuts  t h e  l o t  
l i n e  a t  t h e  r e a r .  I t  a l s o  abuts  t h e  l o t  l i n e  on i t s  sou th  s i d e ,  
i nc lud ing  two non- conforming c losed  c o u r t s  . The only a v a i l a b l e  
egress  i s  thus  l o c a t e d  on t h e  n o r t h  s i d e  of t h e  bu i ld ing .  

7.  The a p p l i c a n t  proposes t o  c o n s t r u c t  an a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  
b u i l d i n g  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  e x i s t i n g  s i d e  yard on t h e  n o r t h  s i d e .  
This  a d d i t i o n  would con ta in  only  a  s t a i r  tower and e l e v a t o r s ,  
and would prov ide  no a d d i t i o n a l  o f f i c e  space .  

8 .  The a d d i t i o n  would measure t e n  f e e t ,  wide by 42.5 f e e t  
deep.  I t  would be s e t  back from t h e  f r o n t  of  t h e  b u i l d i n g  by 
twenty-eight  f e e t ,  and would be s e t  back from t h e  r e a r  l o t  l i n e  
by 29.5 f e e t .  

9 .  The e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  i s  seventy-n ine  f e e t ,  t e n  inches  
i n  h e i g h t .  The normal permi t ted  he igh t  i n  an  SP-1 D i s t r i c t  i s  
s i x t y - f i v e  f e e t .  The proposed a d d i t i o n  w i l l  be of t h e  same he igh t  
a s  t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g .  

10 .  The e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  has  a  g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a  of 24,931.20 
square  f e e t .  With a  maximum permi t ted  f l o o r  a r e a  r a t i o  of 2 .5  f o r  
n o n - r e s i d e n t i a l  u s e ,  t h e  maximum gros s  f l o o r  a r e a  pe rmi t t ed  would 
be 12,500 square  f e e t .  The proposed a d d i t i o n  con ta ins  2,846.20 
square  f e e t .  The t o t a l  g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a  proposed i s  t h u s  27,777.40 
square  f e e t .  

11. The se tback  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  from t h e  f r o n t  and r e a r  l o t  
l i n e s  c r e a t e s  two open c o u r t s .  Each c o u r t  i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  be a  
minimum of 39.42 f e e t  i n  w id th .  The c o u r t s  a s  proposed a r e  
twenty-eight  and 29.5 f e e t  i n  wid th .  

1 2 .  The a p p l i c a n t  seeks  a  va r i ance  from t h e  p rov i s ions  of Sub- 
s e c t i o n  4307.5 t o  c o n s t r u c t  an a d d i t i o n  such t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  
wi th  t h e  a d d i t i o n  does n o t  meet t h e  f l o o r  a r e a  r a t i o ,  h e i g h t  and 
cou r t  requirements of t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  
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13 .  The l o t  i s  l oca t ed  in t h e  16 th  S t r e e t  H i s t o r i c  D i s t r i c t  
and s u b j e c t  t o  review by t h e  J o i n t  Committee on Landmarks. I n  
t h i s  ca se ,  t h e  J o i n t  Committee recommended t h a t  t h e  proposed 
a d d i t i o n  b e  s e t  back from t h e  s t r e e t  f acade ,  t h u s  adding t o  t h e  
need f o r  a t  l e a s t  one of t h e  cou r t  v a r i a n c e s .  

14.  The l o c a t i o n  of t h e  add i t i oncen te red  on t h e  s i d e  w a l l  
o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  was a l s o  determined by t h e  need t o  have 
t h e  two means of e g r e s s  cen te red  i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  t o  s a t i s f y  t h e  
requirement of  t h e  F i r e  Marsha l l .  

15.  I n  t h e  p r e s e n t  c a s e ,  t h e  l o c a t i o n  and s i z e  of t h e  e x i s t i n g  
b u i l d i n g  and t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h e  p rope r ty  i n  an h i s t o r i c  d i s t r i c t  
combine t o  make i t  p r a c t i c a l l y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  c o n s t r u c t  t h e  proposed 
a d d i t i o n  wi thout  t h e  r eques t ed  v a r i a n c e  r e l i e f .  The e x i s t i n g -  
b u i l d i n g  a l r e a d y  exceeds t h e  F.A.R. and h e i g h t  requirements of 
t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  Accordingly,  i t  i s  imposs ib le  t o  add t o  t h e  
b u i l d i n g  without  exceeding t h e  F.A.R. and h e i g h t  l i m i t a t i o n s .  

16 .  The only a l t e r n a t i v e  would be t o  p l a c e  t h e  proposed 
e l e v a t o r  and s t a i rway  w i t h i n  t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g .  This  a l t e r -  
n a t i v e  i s  n o t  p r a c t i c a b l e  f o r  s e v e r a l  r ea sons .  The s t r u c t u r a l  
i n t e g r i t y  of  t h e  b u i l d i n g  would b e  d r a s t i c a l l y  a l t e r e d  and 
s i g n i f i c a n t  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  and i n t e r i o r  remodeling would be  
r e q u i r e d  t o  ma in t a in  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  s t a b i l i t y .  Many of t h e  
i n t e r i o r  d e c o r a t i v e  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  b u i l d i n g ,  i nc lud ing  o r n a t e  
mantels  and d e c o r a t i v e  t r i m ,  would be  des t royed .  Approximately 
5CO'square f e e t  of g ros s  f l o o r  a r e a  would be l o s t  p e r  f l o o r  f o r  
a  t o t a l  l o s s  of approximately 3 ,500 squa re  f e e t .  Since t h e  e x i s t i n g  
bu i ld ing  v a r i e s  i n  wid th  from twenty-nine t o  f o r t y  f e e t ,  t h e  addi -  
t i o n  of i n t e r i o r  s t a i rways  and e l e v a t o r  would d r a s t i c a l l y  reduce 
i t s  o f f i c e  u t i l i z a t i o n  c a p a b i l i t y .  The remaining o f f i c e  space  
on each f l o o r  would be fragmented,  c r e a t i n g  a  t o t a l l y  i n e f f i c i e n t  
i n t e r i o r  s p a t i a l  l ayou t .  The c o s t  would be  i nc reased  by an addi-  
t i o n a l  $120,000 a t  a  minimum. 

17.  The proposed a d d i t i o n  does n o t  exceed t h e  e x i s t i n g  h e i g h t  
of  t h e  b u i l d i n g ,  b u t ,  of n e c e s s i t y ,  has  t o  a t  l e a s t  extend t h e  f u l l  
h e i g h t  of  t h e  b u i l d i n g  i n  o rde r  t o  p rov ide  e g r e s s  f o r  a l l  f l o o r s .  
A t  t h e  r e q u e s t  of t h e  J o i n t  Committee, t h e  e l e v a t o r  i s  unders lung 
s o  t h a t  it does n o t  exceed t h e  he igh t  and t h e  type  of s t a i r  proposed 
i s  a  " s c i s s o r  s t a i r " ,  t hus  reducing t h e  bu lk .  

18 .  The s t r i c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  of  t h e  Regulat ions  would f o r c e  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  t o  abandon i t s  p l ans  t o  renova te  and r e s t o r e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  
and would r e q u i r e  t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  be used i n  i t s  p r e s e n t  condi-  
t i o n .  This  r e s u l t  i s  unacceptab le  s ince  t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  does 
n o t  meet t h e  minimum requirements  o f  t h e  Bui ld ing  Code f o r  l i f e  
s a f e t y .  
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19. The g r a n t i n g  of t h e  reques ted  va r i ance  i s  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h a t  i t  w i l l  permit  renova t ion  of an e x i s t i n g  b u i l d -  
i ng  i n  compliance w i t h  t h e  requirements  of t h e  Bui lding Code and 
w i l l  a l s o  permit  r e s t o r a t i o n  of t h e  16 th  S t r e e t  facade .  Adequate 
l i g h t  and a i r  a r e  provided due t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  
a l r eady  provides  a  non-required s i d e  yard  and a b u t s  a  t e n  f o o t  
wide p u b l i c  a l l e y .  

20. Every e f f o r t  has  been made t o  minimize t h e  h e i g h t  and 
bulk of t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n .  The underslung e l e v a t o r  obv ia t e s  
t h e  need f o r  a  penthouse s t r u c t u r e  and enables  t h e  co rn i ce  l i n e s  
of t h e  a d d i t i o n  t o  match those  of t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g .  The 
s c i s s o r  s t a i r  i s  n o t  only  more e f f i c i e n t ,  b u t  i t  a l s o  reduces t h e  
bulk of t h e  a d d i t i o n .  F i n a l l y ,  as  recommended by t h e  J o i n t  
Committee, t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n  i s  s e t  back approximately 
twenty-eight  f e e t  from t h e  b u i l d i n g  l i n e  t o  minimize v i s i b i l i t y  
from 16 th  S t r e e t  and t o  blend i n  w i t h  t h e  roof  l i n e s  of ad j acen t  
b u i l d i n g s .  

21. The O f f i c e  of Planning and Development, by r e p o r t  da ted  
June 19 ,  1981 and by test imony presen ted  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  h e a r i n g ,  
recommended t h a t  t h e  v a r i a n c e  r e l i e f  be g r a n t e d .  I n  i t s  r e p o r t  
OPD s t a t e d  t h a t  i f  s t r i c t  compliance w i t h  t h e  SP-1 a r e a  p rov i s ions  
i s  r e q u i r e d  t h e  owner w i l l  be faced  wi th  an  unduly r e s t r i c t i v e  and 
unreasonable  f l o o r  p l an  due t o  t h e  placement of  t h e  a d d i t i o n  on 
t h e  i n t e r i o r ,  which would reduce t h e  amount of u sab le  f l o o r  space  
as w e l l  a s  c r e a t e  o p e r a t i n g  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  The OPD a l s o  advised  
t h a t  t he  r eques t ed  va r i ance  would n o t  r e s u l t  i n  any adverse  impact 
on nearby o r  a d j o i n i n g  p r o p e r t i e s ,  nor would t h e  g r a n t  of  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impair  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose,  and i n t e g r i t y  
of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions .  The Board concurs w i t h  t h e  f i n d i n g s  
and recommendations of t h e  OPD. 

22. Advisory Neighborhood Commission - 2B, by s t a t emen t  da t ed  
June 24,  1981, opposed t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  on t h e  fol lowing grounds : 

The o r i g i n a l  u s e  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  was r e s i d e n t i a l  
and f l o o r  p l ans  showed t h a t  i t  could be s o  
used aga in .  

There was no v a l i d  c e r t i f i c a t e  of occupancy 
f o r  expansion of t h e  non-conforming o f f i c e  
u se  from t h r e e  f l o o r s  t o  t h e  e n t i r e  b u i l d i n g .  
The a d d i t i o n  of an o u t s i d e  s t a i r w e l l  i s  p roh i -  
b i t e d  by t h e  Zoning Regula t ions .  

There i s  no th ing  unusual  about t h i s  p i e c e  
of p rope r ty  i n  terms of i t s  shape o r  topogra- 
p h i c a l  cond i t i ons  t h a t  mer i t sva r i ance  r e l i e f .  
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23. A r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  Dupont C i r c l e  C i t i z e n s  Associa- 
t i o n  appeared a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing  i n  oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  
of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  c i t i n g  e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same grounds a s  t h e  
ANC- 2B. 

24. The Board, by s t a t u t e ,  i s  r equ i r ed  t o  g i v e  g r e a t  weight 
t o  t h e  i s s u e s  and concerns of t h e  ANC. I n  address ing  i t s e l f  t o  
t h e s e  i s s u e s  and concerns ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  oppos i t i on  of t h e  Dupont 
C i r c l e  C i t i zens  Assoc ia t ion ,  t h e  Board f i n d s  a s  fo l lows:  

a .  A s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  Finding of Fact  No. 5 ,  under 
t h e  p rov i s ions  of Paragraph 4101.73 of t h e  
Zoning Regula t ions ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has permiss ion 
t o  extend t h e  SP-1 o f f i c e  u se  throughout 
t h e  b u i l d i n g .  The f a c t  t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  was 
formerly  used f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  purposes does n o t  
p rec lude  i t s  convers ion t o  SP-1 o f f i c e  u se .  

b .  Exh ib i t  No. 20 of t h e  r eco rd  i s  a  l e t t e r  da ted  
October 20, 1980 from Joseph Bo t tne r ,  Chief 
of t h e  Zoning Review Branch t o  counsel  f o r  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t .  A s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h a t  l e t t e r ,  no 
c e r t i f i c a t e  of occupancy can be  i s s u e d  u n t i l  
t h e r e  i s  a  s p e c i f i c  q u a l i f y i n g  SP-1 o f f i c e  u s e .  
Accordingly,  t h e r e  i s  no c e r t i f i c a t e  of occupancy 
on f i l e .  

c .  There i s  no th ing  i n  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  which 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  p r o h i b i t s  t h e  a d d i t i o n  of an o u t s i d e  
s t a i r w e l l .  F u r t h e r ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  i n  t h i s  ca se  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  r eques t s  a  va r i ance  t o  permit  t h e  
c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n .  

d .  I n  t h e  p rev ious ly  s t a t e d  Findings of  Fact  and t h e  
Conclusions of Law h e r e i n a f t e r  s t a t e d ,  t h e  Board 
has determined t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has met i t s  
burden of proof and t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  s e v e r a l  e x t r a -  
o rd ina ry  o r  excep t iona l  s i t u a t i o n s  o r  condi t ions  
a f f e c t i n g  t h e  s u b j e c t  s i t e .  
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND OPINION : 

Based upon t h e  r e c o r d ,  t h e  Board concludes t h a t  t h e  a p p l i -  
can t  i s  seeking an a r e a  v a r i a n c e ,  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of which r e q u i r e s  
a  showing of a  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  upon t h e  owner of t h e  
p rope r ty  t h a t  stems from t h e  p rope r ty  i t s e l f .  The a p p l i c a n t ' s  
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  stems from t h e  l o c a t i o n  of  t h e  p rope r ty  
i n  an h i s t o r i c  d i s t r i c t ,  t h e  s i z e  and shape of t h e  l o t  and 
b u i l d i n g ,  and t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  on 
t h e  l o t  which a l r eady  exceeds t h e  h e i g h t  and F.A.R. requirements  
of t h e  SP-1 D i s t r i c t .  The Board concludes t h a t  t he se  elements , 

c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  imposed on t h e  a p p l i c a n t  h e r e i n .  
The Board f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  s t r i c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Regu- 
l a t i o n s  would f o r c e  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  t o  abandon i t s  p l ans  t o  renovate  
and r e s t o r e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  and would r e q u i r e  t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  be 
used i n  i t s  p r e s e n t  cond i t i on .  This  r e s u l t  i s  unacceptable  s i n c e  
t h e  e x i s t i n g  b u i l d i n g  does n o t  meet t h e  minimum requirements  of 
t h e  Bui ld ing  Code f o r  l i f e  s a f e t y .  

The Board concludes t h a t  i t  has  recorded t o  t h e  ANC " the  
g r e a t  weight" t o  which i t  i s  e n t i t l e d  by s t a t u t e .  The Board 
f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  t h e  va r i ance  can be gran ted  wi thout  sub- 
s t a n t i a l  de t r iment  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good and wi thout  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  
impai r ing  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose,  and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  Zoning p l a n .  
Accordingly,  i t  i s  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  GRANTED, 
SUBJECT t o  t h e  fol lowing CONDITIONS : 

1. The a p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  r e t a i n  t h e  e x i s t i n g  
f r o n t  e l e v a t o r  and t h e  e x i s t i n g  i n t e r i o r  
s t a i rway  beginning a t  t h e  l e v e l  of t h e  
second f l o o r .  

2 .  The proper ty  s h a l l  be developed and renovated 
i n  accordance wi th  t h e  p lans  marked a s  
Exh ib i t  No. 18  of t h e  r e c o r d .  

VOTE: 4-0 (Char les  R .  N o r r i s ,  L inds ley  Wil l iams,  Will iam F.  
McIntosh and Connie Fortune t o  g r a n t ;  Douglas J .  
Pa t ton  n o t  v o t i n g ,  n o t  having heard  t h e  case)  

BY ORDER OF THE D .  C .  BOARD OF Z O N I N G  ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED BY: 
STEVEN E .  SHER 
Execut ive  D i rec to r  

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: - 3 SEP 1981 
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UNDER SUB-SECTION 8 2 0 4 . 3  OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS "NO DECISION 
OR ORDER OF THE BOARD SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN DAYS AFTER 
HAVING BECOME FINAL PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT." 

THIS ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF S I X  MONTHS AFTER THE 
EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER, UNLESS WITHIN SUCH PERIOD AN APPLI- 
CATION FOR A BUILDING PERMIT OR CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY I S  FILED 
WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF LICENSES, INVESTIGATIONS, AND INSPECTIONS. 


